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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

ANTHONY J. MORGA
Civil Action No. 14-5464 (SRC)
Plaintiff,
V.
OPINION
THE AMERICAN PSYCHIATRIC
ASSOCIATION,

Defendant. :

CHESL ER, District Judge

This matter comebefore the Court oanapplication filedby Plaintiff Anthony J. Morga
(“Plaintiff”) to proceed withouthe prepayment of fees, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915. Based on

Plaintiff's affidavit of indigence, the Court finds that Plaintiff qualifies ifoformapauperis

statusunder 28 U.S.C. § 1915. However, having thoroughly reviewed Plaintiff's pleading, the
Court dismisesthe Complaint pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).
Because Plaintiffiled this actionpro se the Court construes higeadings liberally and

holds them to a less stringent standard than those filed by attorneys. Haieesev, K04 U.S.

519, 520 (1972)Yetunder 28 U.S.C. § 1915, which govemg$ormapauperigroceedings, the

Court must examinthe merits of a eim and dismiss it when appropriatepecifically, the
court must dismiss the actidithe complaint‘fails to state a claim on which relief may be
granted’ 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(d)). The same standagbverns motions to dismiss pursuant to

Federal Rile of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6)SeeGrayson v. Mayview State Hosp., 293 F.3d 103,

110 (3d Cir. 2002) (noting that the language of 28 U.S.C. § 1915(¢e)(2) is “borrowed from Rule
12(b)(6) and “requirds] that district courts shall dismiss complaints that fail to state a €)aim.

To survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motioa,complaint must contain “enough facts to state a claim to
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relief that is plausible on its face.” Bell Atlantic Corp.Twwombly, 550 U.S. 544, 570 (2007).

“A claim has facial plausibility when the plaintiff pleads factual content that allogvsourt to
draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is liable for the misconduct alkegiemioft
v. Igbal 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009).

Here,Plaintiff's Complaintexpresses concern about the pharmaceutical drug Prozac and
emphasizegs potentially harmful effects. The complaint does not, however, plead any
informationthatwould support degal claim against the American Psychiatric Association
(“APA”) or any other entity identified. Plaintiff suggests that the AP athers are engaged in
an unlawful conspiracy to profit from the distribution of Prozac, but he provides no facts whic
make that claim plausible, nor vehi create a reasonable inference thatAPA is liable for
misconduct. As such, the Complafaiisto state a clainon which relief may be granted and
must therefore be dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § J8ARR(ii) .

The Court willaccordinglypermit Plaintiffs Complaint to be filed without prepayment
of the filing fee but will simultaneously order it to be dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8

1915(e)(2)(B)(ii)). An appropriate Order will be filed.

s/Stanley R. Ches
STANLEY R. CHESLER
United States District Judge

Dated: Septembd0, 2014



